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16213; grain (101 I. Cc. C., Ro sb- 63a) “246. 
Kansas City Board of Trade vs. A. % Ww 
et al.; joo 15360; grain and products (102 
7. &. 285-310); 811. 
a yx Site Structural Steel Co. vs. A. T. & 
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No. a 3556, in the matter of the Sugteetion 
of Southern Pacific Company and Southern 
Pacific Railroad Company for Certificate of 
Public Convenience and Necessity, and 
Finance Docket No. 3569, in the matter of 
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& H. et al.; case 12386; hogs 
(mimeographed): p. 1530. 
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661); p. 1077. 

Southern Transp. Co. et al. vs. N. & W. et 
al.; case 14877; coal charges (101 I. C. C., 
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C. C., 60-62); p. 68. 


Tank cars; definition of; I. and S. 2456 (104 
I. C. C., 196-202); p. 1201. 


Tanning extracts from Norfolk and Newport 
News to western points; I. and S. 2448 
(102 I. C. C., 196-201); p. 689. 


Texas Co. vs. K. C. S. et al.; case 16054; 
liquid asphalt (101 I. C. C., 177-180); p. 128. 


Texas Co. vs. C. B. and Q. et al.; case 15717, 
Sub. No. 1; petroleum oils (101 I. C. C., 
734-740); p. 238. 


Texas Co. et al. vs. K. C. S. et al.; case 
15659; wrought iron or steel pipe (101 I. 
C. C., 345-346); p. 181. 


Texas Farm and Ranch Publishing Co. et 
al. vs. oe General; case 15316; paper 
(102 I. C. od sg: p. ag 

Texas Oil Co. & case 
16717; oil (104 a ‘a ye 337- 340)° * at jee 


7 Pacific Coal and Oil Company vs. C. 
& Gulf et al.; case =" iron pipe 
biog L & C., 369-371); p. 810 


Thilmany Pulp & Paper Co. vs. Nelson & 
Albemarle et al.; case 16599; soapstone (104 
I. C. C., 186-187); p. 1265. 


Thompson, Weinman, and Co., In 
Southern et al.; case 16324; clay oe” L 
C. C., 247-249); ’p. 758. 

Toberman Mackey & Co. vs. Southern et 
a-; game 15981; hey (102 I. C. C., 359-362); 


Pp. 4 

Tidal-Western Oil Corp. et al. vs. M. K. & 
T. et al.; i case 14713; liquefied petroleum 
gas (102 I. C. C., 322-324); p. 812. 

bi ary 4 Portland Cement bo. et al. vs. 

C. & P. et al.; case 15345; coal (102 I. C. 
C., 391-406); D. 947. 

Tioga Coal Company vs. B. & O. et al.; case 
hg junction rates (101 I. C. ‘ct 611-617); 
Dp. 

Tisdale Farmers’ Union Co-operative Asso- 
ciation vs. Missouri Pacific; case 16315; 
grain cars (102 I. C. C., 61-63); p. 297. 

Tobacco from Carolina territory; equalization 
of Norfolk and Newport News; I. and S. 
2386 (102 I. C. C., 665-676); p. 1073. 

Tobacco Merchants’ Assn. of U. S. vs. P. R. 
R. se: case 15808; cigars (mimeographed; 
p. . 

Tolman, Dow & Co., Inc., et al., vs. Tenn. 
Cent. et al.; case 15723; green salted hides 
(104 I. C. Z. 37-41); p. 1202. 

Transcontinental Oil Co. vs. 
oa export oil (104 I. i. %, 359° $a: 
p 

Triad Corporation vs. Central of Georgia et 
al.; case 15799; bed sacks (101 I. C. C., 
687-690); p. 303. 

Tulsa, es switching at; I. and S. 2461 
(104 I. C. G., 42-44); p. 1134. 





Union Bag and Paper Corp. vs. B. & M 
al.; case 16475; imported pulp (104 I, C. ‘ct 
327- 329); p. 18 37. 

United Circle & Supply Co vs. B. & O. et al.; 
a bicycles (101 I. @ <2. 334- -336): 
Dd. 

United Fig and Date Co. et al. vs. A. C. L. 
et al.; case 15410; peanuts (101 I. C. C, 
138-145); p. 298. 

United Iron Works vs. Mo. Pac. et al.; case 
= pig iron (102 I. C. C., 107- 108); Pp 


United Iron Works, Inc., vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 15454; steel tanks (mimeo- 
graphed); p. 1533 

United Paperboard Co., Inc., vs. G. & J. 
al.; case 13472; coal (102 I. Cc. c., 502- 06); 


Pp. 950. 

United Paperboard Co. vs. Greenwich and 
Johnsonville et al.; case — wet weed 
pulp (101 I. C. C., i71- -173); p. 7. 

United Zinc Smelting Corp. vs. R. et 
al.; case 16403; coke dust (102 I. Po. RB! 601- 
602); p. 1013. 

Utah ‘Fuel Co. vs. Davoeye General; case 
es switching (102 I. C. C., 493- -496) ; p. 


Uiek Idaho Sugar Co. vs. Cisco & N. W. 
et al.; case ee sugar (102 I. C. C., 
388- -390); p. 812 


Valley City Milling Co. vs. C. & O. et al.; 
case 14751; flour (mimeographed); p. 1529. 
Vera Chemical Co. of Canada, Ltd., vs. Ala. 
Cent. et al.; case 15381; rosin (mimeo- 

graphed); p. 1466. 


bet oe Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. E. P. 
W. et al.; case 16173; dried beans 
© 02'L Cc. <., 105- 106); p. 410. 

Wagon } pate from Chattanooga to S. ae 
lina, entucky and MS COR points; 
and S. 2446 (104 I. C. C., 179-182); p. {3337 

Wallingford Brothers vs. C. R. I. & P. et al.; 
ae: wheat (102 I. C. C., 239-240): 
be) 

Warren Refining & Chemical Co. vs. N. O. 
& T. P. et al.; case 15847; black oil (102 
I. C. C., 27T- -279); p. 759. 

Washington Dehyratea A a ‘-. 
ae pon fuel oil (102 I. C. “SS 364); 
p. ; 

Washington Publishers’ Assn. et al. vs. Al- 
goma Cent. and Hudson Bay et al.; case 
ag winding cores (104 I. C. C., y™ 10); 

Washington Publishers’ Assn. et al. vs. B. & 
O, et al.; case 15199; also 15229, Evening 
Star Newspaper Co. ‘vs. Can. Pac. et al., 
and 15199 — No. 1), Baltimore Ameri- 
can et al. & O. et al.; — pa- 
per (102 I. C. ro 662-664); D. 1329. 

Washington Salvage Co. vs. P. R. R. et al.; 
case 1908); salvaged machinery parts 
(104 I. Cc, 291-292); p. 1388. 

Water- Be BN traffic ‘trom north Atlantic 
ports to Lynchburg, Va,; I. and S. 2431; 
cancellation of Note 4, rs to South- 
om Classification (102 I. C. C., 205-206); p. 

Watertown Chamber of Commerce vs. C. & 
N. W. et al.; case 14743; class rates (101 
I. C. C., 441-446); p. 178. 

Watertown Chamber of Commerce vs. A. & 
W. et al.; case 14018; class rates (101 I. C 
C., 427-440); p. 183. 

Weldon, Williains and Lick vs. Erie et al.; 
case 16057; printing press (101 I. C. C., 
174-176); D. 128. 

West End Scrap Iron and Metal Co. vs. C. St. 
P. M. & O.; case _ scrap iron (101 I. C. 
ce. Moe -110); p. 128. 

Western Auto Supply Co. vs. B. & & et 
al.; case 16014; and weights ade 1. ©. Su 
117-118); p. 408. 

Western Export Co. vs. Director General; 
cone 16060; demurrage (mimeographed); p. 


Western Pine Mfgrs. Assn. et al. vs. i 
Arbor et al.; case 12780; lumber (102 I. C. 
C., 753-755); "D. 1134. 

Western Sugar Refinery vs. P. et al.; 
— sugar (101 I. C. eh 113-115); 

Wichita Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. A. 

& S. F. et al.; case 16017; wrapping 
paper (101 I. C. C., 55-59); p. 68. 

Wichita Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. Di- 
rector General, A. T. & S. F. et al.; case 
15862 (102 I. C. C., 745- 748); p. 1134. 

Wichita Terminal Elevator Co. vs. _ x. 1. 
& P. et al.; case 15899; corn (102 I. C. C., 
115-116); p. 409. 

Wilson & Co., Inc., et al. vs. C. & O.; case 
16227; peddier car rate (mimeographed) ; 
p. 1529. 

Wimberly Grocer Co. vs. P. R. R. et al.; case 
16310; apples (102 I. C. C., 637-638); p. 1013. 

Winding ulf Colliery Co. vs. Virginian: case 
ie mine rating (102 I. C. C., 41- -47); 


Wisconsin Cheese Box Mfers. vs. A. T. & 
S. F. et al.; case 16028; _, ee boxes (102 


I. C. C., 279-281); p. 

Wood Mosaic Co. vs. i N.; mg 16713; 
468 

St L. et al.; 


logs (102 I. C. C., 684- 6a: p. 
Woolner Distilling Co. vs. M. & 
$00): 15547; — ete. (102 I. C. C., 605- 
Pp. 
Wortham- Garter Publishing Co. et al. vs. Di- 
rector General, A. & er et al.; case 12670; 
newsprint (102 2, C. , 729-744); p. 1131. 


Diversion and reconsignment; 


' Coolidge, President; 





W. Va. Pulp and Paper Co. vs. B. & O. et 
al.; i sg 14883; pulpwood (mimeographed) ; 
Pp. 


Yellow Pine Co. of Philadelphia vs. Director 
General; case 17092; demurrage (mimeo- 
graphed); p. 1468. 


Zaring, C. W., & Co., vs. Clyde S. S. Co, et 
al.; case 16590; corn syrup, jelly and pre- 
serves (102 I. C. C., 724-725); p. 1077. 


Deck boys; p. 309. 
= pp. 112, 268, 334, 566, 882, 1114, 


Denfield, G. A.; National transportation fra- 


ternity; p. 708 

p. 649; series on 
by G. L. Wilson; pp. 469, 583, 705, 833. 

Divisions; pp. 892, 1150. 

Eastern class rates; pp. 17, 79, 137, 192, 232, 
330, 347, 508, 631, 641, 693, 696, 754 (correc- 
tion), 765, 807, 817, ; 

Eaton, S. S.; The Potter Plan; p. 362. 


EDITORIAL 


Agricultural conference; p. 1125. 

Aviation; p. 683. 

Canal transportation costs; p. 345. 

Classification Dockets; publication of in Traffic 
Bulletin; p. 621. 

Commission; proposal to enlarge; p. 1523. 

Consolidations, railroad; pp. 229, B79, 1381. 

rail policies, etc.; p. 287; 

suggestions for; p. 1005; message to Con- 
gress: p. 1383. 

Davis, J. C.; resignation of; 1459. . 

Education in traffic and transportation: >. 3. 

Foreign trade; p. 1259. 

Highways and motor trucks; 1460. 

Hoch-Smith resolution; pp. "119, 171, 343, 403, 
453, 505, 563, 621, 683, 1067, 1381, 1459, 1525. 
(See also Rate Structure Inquiry.) 

Lewis, E. I.; reappointment to commission: p. 


459. 

Parks, Charles E.; special articles by; p. 121. 

Potter =. the; pp. 59, 171, 289, 348, 401, 453, 
505, 1525. 

Public Relations, Railroad; pp. 941, 1007. 

Rate of Return, Railroad’s; p. Page 

Rate Structure Investigation; 348, 401, 563, 
621, 749, 1125, 1195. (See aie Potter plan 
and Hock- Smith resolution.) 


— - duty of the commission under; 


112 

Shipping Board’s business methods; p. 229; 
ship tet p. 685; fleet corporation dispute; 
Ppp. 8 

Ship subsid : 1261. 

Thom, A. Dp. comment on Louisville speech; 
p. 803. 

Valuation; p. 11. 

Waterways, Inland; co _— of with rail- 
roads; pp. 939, 1323, 1383 

Western Rates (See Rate Structure Investiga- 
tion). 

Wilson, G. Lloyd; special articles by; pp. 121, 
685, 1325, 1459. 


Elwell, H. G.; Private vs. chamber traffic 
bureau; p. 472. 

Embargoes; pp. 496, 958, 1058, 1070, 1204, 1276, 
1396, 1528, 1546. 

Equipment, new, condition of, etc.; pp. 86, 174, 
190, 280, 234, $90, 348, 426, 428, 456, 486, 544, 
548, 550, 582, 668, 701, 724, $50, 972, i508," 1566. 

Everett, G. E.; Transportation education; p. 83. 

Evidence by reference; P 1261. 

Excess earnings; pp. 17 “a 91502: 

Exhibits, hectographed; lg 

Explosives; rules govern ne ent of, etc.; 
pp. 248, 790; 882, 1184, 1470. 

Express; pp. 14, 413. 

Federal control financial statistics; p. 1395. 

Finance applications and decisions (see Se- 
curities). 

rors a pp. 256, 438, 534, 711, 792, 1048, 
1 

Foster, W. W.; Transportation education; p. 

1 

Fourth section matters; pp. 291, 468, 702, 884, 
888, 944, 1240, 1527, 1528. 

Freight costs; Dp. 1504. 

Fruits and vegetables; shipments, rates, etc.; 
pp. 46, 96, 146, 202, 248, 278, 334, 358, 428, 
482, 524, 607, 626, 1102, 1165, 753, 786, 852, 
854. 908, 956, 990, 1052, 1102, 1174, 1227, 1271, 
1282, 1346, 1444, 1464, 1566. 

Grain and products; rates, etc.; pp. 638, 140, 
214, 430, 482, 586. 

Harrington, H. L.; moving import freight; p. 


Hawes, Representative from Missouri, on rail- 
roads; p. 1430. 

Hays, A. M.; Intercoastal carriers; p. 1290. 

mo and highway building (see Trucks, 

otor 

Hoch-Smith resolution; pp. 82, 83, 139, 188, 136, 
507, 508, 510, 581, 879, 880, 1430, 1448, 1526 | 
(See also Rate investigation, general). 

Hoover, Herbert; p. 142 

Horn and horn tips: rating on; p. 1113. 


Huber, H. G.; Transportation education; p>. 11, 
Icing; p. 64. 
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Illinois Association of Commerce; transporta- 
tion conference; p. 828 

Industrial tracks; p. 84. 

Industrial Traffic Administration; series by G. 
Lloyd Wilson; p. 1545. 

ingore Traffic Counselors’ Association; pp. 


Intercoastal rates; jurisdiction over; pp. 1094, 


Investigation and Suspension Orders; pp. 16, 
77, 133, 184, 248, 303, 358, 404, 466, 518, 570, 
626, 690, 752, 805, 884, 952, 1018, 1128,’ 1220, 
1262, 1335, 1392, 1469, 1548. 

Iron and steel; rates on, etc.; pp. 77, 625, 688, 
1342, 1385, 1399, 1469. 

Jardine, Secretary of Agriculture; p. 1204. 

— R. C.; Transportation education; p. 

Labor Board; rulings, decisions, etc.; pp. 704, 
794, 920, 958, 1485. 

Land grants; p. 1464. 

-“o1 R. D.; Intercoastal rate regulation; 
Dp. 

Legislation, railroad; pp. 63, 142, 821, 1199, 1234, 
1266, 1276, 1328, 1406, 1428, 1463, 1483, 1546. 

Lehigh Valiey freight stations; p. 708. 

Limestone, rates on, etc.; p. 1619. 

Linseed oil; rates on; Pp. 1266. 

Liquors; rates on, etc.; Pp. 753, 1010. 

Livestock; rates on, etc. ; : pp. 34, 82, 188, 456. 

Loans to carriers; pp. 457, st 84. 

Loading of revenue freight; pp. 12, 86, 122, 
190, 234, 290, 376, 424, 472, 524, 582, 666, 701, 
784, 852, 920, 960, 1046, 1084, 1172, 1228, 1281; 
1348, 1444, 1498, 1548. 

Lumber; shipments, rates, etc. 14, 46, 96, 
146, 262, 272, 290, 309, 378, 426, PTo2, 524, 606, 
670, 690, 702; 784, 794, 806, 836, 838, 856, 906, 
920, 976, 1058, 1106, 1174, 1229, 1348, 1434, 


LOSS AND DAMAGE DECISIONS 


Alabama Great Southern R. R. Co. vs. Law- 
ler (Ala.); p. 252. 

American Railway Express Co. vs. Judd 
(Ala.); p._ 252. 

American Railway Express Co., Inc., vs. 
Peninsula Produce Exchange (Ma.); p. 1166. 

American ene Co. of New Orleans vs. 
N. O. & N. E. R. R. Co. (La.); p. 647. 

Atchison, T. & S. "F. Ry. Co. et al. vs. Ohl- 
hausen (Tex.); p. 198. 

Atlantic Coast Line R. R. Co. vs. J. S. Car- 
roll Mercantile Co. ‘wom dD. 252. 

Atlantic Coast Line R. Co. vs. Wilson & 
Toomer Fertilizer Co. Gita): p. ~~ 

Atlantic Fruit Co. et al. vs. Pennsy. R . R. Co. 
(Md.); p. 703. 

oe © al. vs. Mo. Pac. R. R. Co. (Kans.); 
p. E 

Bew vs. Davis, Director General of Railroads 
(Miss.); p. 1473 

— < of =. Ry. Co. vs. Griner & Rustin 

a.); p. 
ensac~ Ae & Ry. Co. vs. Leverette (Ga.); 


p. 108 
Chicago Great Western R. R. Co. vs. Lowry 
et al. (Kans.); p. 1236. 


Chicago & N. Ww. Ry. Co. vs. Bewsher (Fed. 


Ct.); p. 1166. 
Dison oT vs. Southeastern Express Co. (S. 
peed: | vs. Cochran (Tex.); p. 1085 


Dye Products Co. vs. Davis, Director General 
of Railroads (Iowa); p. 367. 

Enid Oil and hg * sane Co. et al. vs. Champ- 
lin (Okla.); xy, 

Falmouth Co- Sg = Am. vs. Penn- 
sylvania R. R. Co. (Mich.); p. 1401. 

Feld et al. vs. Slaven (N. Y:); p. 520. 

Fox River Butter Co. = Lightning Motor 
Line, Inc. (N. Y.); p. 252. 


Freedman et al. vs. George W. Bush & Sons 
Co., Inc. (Pa.); p. 1030. 

Galveston, H. &'S. A. Be Co. et al. vs. Ne- 
ville et al. (Texas); 253. 

Great Western Grain Ko. vs. C. M. & St. P. 
Ry. Co. (Minn.); p. 252. 

Groves, John Co., ‘Inc., ve. B. & A. i. R. Co. 
(Me.); p. 579. 

Gulf, C. & S. F. Bef Co. et al. vs. Harrell 
et ‘al. (Texas); 520. 

- C&S. F F. Ry. Co. vs. Kempner (Tex.); 


1085. 

Hair vs. Wichita Valley Ry. Co.- (Tex.); p 

Hansen-Peterson Co. AS A. T. & S. Fe. Ry. 
Co. et al. (Minn.); p. 1473. 

Hardie, Thomas G., & Co. “ Western Union 
Telegraph Co. (N. C.); p. 428. 

Harper et al. vs. Western Union Telegraph 
Co. (S. C.); P- 1547. 

i. Sinn ng Co. vs. N. Y., N. H. & H. 

Co. (R. I.); p. 467. 

Kauimens. vs. Western Union Telegraph Co. 

Lancaster et al. vs. Daggett (Tex.); p. 200. 

LeFebvre, Armistead Co. vs. Sou. Pac. Co. 
et al. (Va.); p. 252. 

— s al. a” James McMahon & Co. et al. 

0.); Pp. 

any a al. 4 American Ry. Exp. Co. (Mo.); 
Dp 

“5: et al. he Mo. & N. O. Ry. Co. (Fed. 

P. 

Meyers et — 3 Western Union Telegraph 

Co. (Ga.); p. 253. 


Markham, C. H.; address at Auburn, Ala.; pp. 


Martin, =. Ds 
Martin, L = = 
Meyer, B 
Mexican Railways; 
Milbourne, 


p. 589. 
Mileage tickets (see passenger fares). 


MINOR COMMISSION ORDERS. 








Michael-Swanson- ‘my Produce Co. vs. Ore- 
gon Short Line R. R. Co. et al. (Mo.); p 


85. 
—a Valley R. R. Co. vs. Larson (Okla.); 


Pp. 1236 
Mitchell, J. N., & Co. vs. A. C. L. R. R. Co 
(Ga.); p. 1401. 
Mobile & Be R. R. Co. va. 
(Miss.); 1474. 
Mooers vs. FR. & A. R. R. Co. OM); p. 1030. 
—s Arbor Nurseries vs. N. . & Bt. L. 
R. Co. et al. (Mo.); p. Bio. 
Now Orleans & N. E. R. R. Co. vs. Thigpen 
(Miss.); p. 1236. 
Pabst Brewing Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. Ry. Co. 
et al. (Mo.); p. 519. 
Palmer, S. G., Co. vs. Ill. Cent. R. R. Co. 
(Minn.); p. 467. 
R. Co. vs. 


Pennsylvania R. 
(Ohio); p. 1547, 

Richey & Gilbert Co. vs. Nor. Pac. Ry. Co. 
(Minn.); p. 251-252. 

St. Louis-San Francisco Ry. Co. vs. Hobart 
Mill & Elevated Co. (Okla.); p. 1030. 

an aes & S. F. Ry. Co. vs. "May (Okla.); p. 


St. Louis, 8S. F. & T. Ry. Co. et al. vs. J. G. 
Henderson Cut Stone Co. (Tex.); p. 1166. 
Sugarland Industries et al. vs. Universal Mills 
(Tex.); p. 1085. 

Taub, in re (Fed. Ct.); p. 1347. 

Temple vs. Southern R. R. Co. et al. (N. C.); 
p 

Texas & N. O. R. R. Co. vs. H. & C. New- 
man, Inc. (Tex.); p. 467. 

Textile Alliance, Inc., vs. P. H. Kealon, Inc. 
(N. Y.); p. 786. 

Upson Co. vs. Erie R. R. Co. (N. Y.); p. 198. 

Wall et al. vs. American Ry. Express Co. 
(Mo.); p. 198. 

Ward et al. vs. P. M. i, Co. (Mich.); p. 316. 

wee et al vs. St. L.-S. F. Ry. Co. (Moi); 


$38. 
Wienita Valley Ry. Co. vs. Bevering (Tex.); 


Flannagan 


Oberlander 


Wichita Valley Ry. Co. vs. Davis (Tex.); p. 
= Valley Ry. Co. vs. Lechner (Tex.); p. 
— vs. St. L.-S. F. Ry. Co. (Mo.); p. 


Williams vs. Western Union Telegraph Co. 
(Mo.); p. 1168. 


be ot al. ve. L. & A. Ry. Co. (ia.): pd. 


Young et al. vs. San Antonio Brewing Assn. 
(Tex.); p. 1168. 


= Trust Co. vs. Zintheo (Wash.); D 


836; at Chicago; p. 1217. 

Fairness in jury service; p. 84. 
Remedy in divisions; p. 148. 
“HL: agen gl p. 881. 


3... Se education; 


Abilene Flour Mills Co. et al. vs. A. & S. 
Ry. Co. et al.; case 15426 and Sub. No. 1; 
order modified; p. 458. 

Allen Gravel Co. vs. C. R. lL. & P. et al.; 
case 16799; case reopened; p. 1392. 

American Distilling Co. 7 A. ©. & YF. Ry. 
et al.; case 17329; p. 626, 

American Linseed’ Co. vs. Erie R. R. Co.; 
case 14829; case reopened; p. 176. 

American Shipbuilding Co. et al. vs. Director 
General, as —.. B. & O. R. R.; case 
12479 and Sub. No. 1; case reopened; p. 248. 

American Steel & ‘Wire Co. vs. N. & S. S. 
et al.; order modified; p. 1014. 

Ann Arbor R. R. Co. ot al. vs. B. & O. R. R. 
et al.; case 16826; 569. 

Arkansas Jobbers” ye Manufacturers’ As- 
sociation vs. Director-General et al.; case 
10417; order modified; p. 952. 


Arkansas Jobbers’ & Manufacturers’ Asso- 
ciation vs. Director- nigel et al.; Docket 
No. 10592; order modified; p. 952. 

Arizona Cattle Growers’ Association vs. 
Apache Ry. Co. and associated railways; 
case 15153; order modified; p. 514. 

Armour & Co. et al. vs. A. & S. Ry. et al.; 
yp * ene and Sub. No. 1; order modified: 


Pp 

Atlas Metal Works et al. vs. & & F. Ry. 

= al.; case 14404; effective date postponed; 
p. 570; case reopened; Pp. 884 

Bartnett Oil & Gas Co. vs. L. & N. R. R. Co. 
et al.; case 10804 (1st supplemental order); 
effective date postponed; p. 952. 

Brady, A. Spates, vs. B. & O. et al.; case 
15270; case reopened; p. 1200. 

Carnegie Steel Co. vs. Director-General, 
Pennsylvania, et al.; case 12420; case re- 
opened; p. 176. 

Carpenter, Florence L., vs. Director-General 
and N. Y. N. H. & H.R. R Co.; case 
14160; case reopened; p. 176. 

Caryon Coal & Coke Co. et al. vs. B. & O. 
R. R. et al.; case reopened; p. 136. 

Certain-teed Products Co. vs. Penn. R. R. 
et al.; case 16944; (Sub. No. 1) M. O.; p. 70. 
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Coal, anthracite; rates, charges, regulations 
and practices governing the transportation 
of; case 15006; supplemental orders; pp. 
806, 1538. 7 

Cotton to Gulf ports; case 14940; effective 
date postponed; p. 1078; order modified; 
p. 514. 

Dawson Produce Co. et al. vs. A. & V. Ry. 
et al.; case 14312; order modified; pp. 570, 
806; case reopened; p. 1019. 

Duluth Chamber of Commerce vs. C. St. P. 
M. & O. Ry. et al.; case 15568; case re- 
opened; p. 176. 

East Jersey R. R. & Terminal Co. valuation; 
case 167; case reopened; DPD. 

Fargo, E, Commercial Club vs. A. & 
W. Railway Co. et al.; case 13839; M. O. 
order amended; p. 69. 

Ferro-manganese, spiegel-eisen and pig iron; 
I. and S. No. 2387; order amended; p. 628. 
Ft. Worth Freight Bureau et al. vs. ‘Director- 
General, as agent, A. & S. Ry. Co. et al.; 
Docket No. 10284; case reopened; p. 458. 
Furniture from Southern points i Trunk 
Line and New England territory; I. and S. 

No. 2276; case reopened; p. 354. 

— ‘Commercial Association vs. G. H. 

Ry. Co. et al.; case 12798; effective 
date Seated: pp. 458, 1130, 183 re- 
opened; p. 1078; order modified: 1336. 

Grain from Kansas City, Mo. Rey to 
Chicago & North Western stations in Iowa; 
I. and S. No. 2228; order modified; p. 354. 

Iroquois Pulp and Paper Co. vs. G. & J. Ry. 
Co. et al.; _ 13905; effective date post- 


poned; p. a 
Jackson Traffic Bureau vs. A. & V. Ry. Co. 
et al.; case 14701; order modified; p. 1019. 
Jones, F. J., et al. vs. Penn. R. R. Co. et al.; 

case 14852; case reopened; p. 884. 

Kanawha Black Band Co. et al. vs. C. & O. 
a et al.; case 13546; case reopened; 
p. q 

Kanawha Black Bank Coal Co. et al. vs. 
Kanawha Central Ry. Co. et al.; case 
16160; case reopened; p. 952. 

Kennett-Murray Live Stock Buying Organ- 
ization et al. vs. A. C. & Y. Ry. Co. et al.; 
case 17411; p. 1018. 

Knoxville Traffic Bureau et al. vs. Can. Pac. 
Ry. et al.; case 15258; p. 570. 

Lewis, M. G., Lewis, J. J., Jones, F. J., & 
Hill, F. B., copartners, doing business as 
Pacific Manure & Fertilizer Co., vs. A. & 
R. R. R. Co. et al.; case 14573; case re- 
opened; p. 952. 

Lincoln Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. 
Arkansas Central R. R. Co. et al.; case 
14289; case reopened; p. 884. 

Lone Star Gas Co. vs. C. C. C. & St. L. 
et al.; case 16241; order amended; p. 411. 


Luckenbach Steamship Co., Inc., vs. South- 
ern Railway Co. et al.; case 17390; p. 951. 
Mason Valley Mines Co. vs. West. Pac. et al.; 
case 11396 and associated cases; order 

amended; pp. 626, 1336. 


Massey Gin & Machine Works, Inc., vs 


Central of Ga. Ry. Co.; case 16263; order 
modified; p. 413. 

McLeod, J. M., vs. T. & P. et al.; case 14127; 
case reopened; p. 1130. 

Memphis Southwestern investigation, case 
9702; case reopened; p. 132; order modified; 
pp. 136, 354. 

Miami Copper Co. vs. A. E. R. R. et al.; case 
14278; case reopened; p. 136. 

Mileage ticket investigation; case 14104; M. 
O. supplemental order; p. 70. 

Mississippi Commission and Rush H. Knox, 
Attorney General, vs. A. & V. et al.; case 
15848 (and Sub. Nos. 1 and 2); case re- 
Mery Pp. 1538; effective date postponed; 
p 

Mississippi River crossings; allowances of 
Bee OES. for; case 12478; order modified; pp. 

Morrell, John, & Co., vs. C. B. & Q. R. R. 
and Great Northern Ry.; case 15094; order 
amended; p. 136. 

Nashville Traffic Bureau vs. L. & N. et al.; 
case 15286; order modified; p. 1392. 

Natchez Freight and Traffic Bureau vs. Mo. 
Pac. et al.; case 16164; order modified; 


p. 958. 

National Association of Upholstered Furni- 
ture Manufacturers vs. Ann Arbor R. R. 
et al.; case 14827; case reopened; p. 952. 

National Livestock Exchange vs. S. F. et al.; 
case 13107; case reopened; p. 248. 

Needy, J., & Co., et al. vs. B. & O. R. R.; 
case 17148; p. 1200. 

New York.& Pennsylvania Co. vs. D. & H. 
et al.; cases 17502 and 17503; p. 1335. 

North Dakota Commission vs. Nor. Pac. Ry. 
Co.; case 14162; order amended; p. 136. 

Ogden Packing & Provision Co. vs. D. & R. 
G.. Director-General, as agent, et al.; case 
12357; case reopened; p. 1538. 

Ohio Farm Bureau Federation et al. vs. A. 
W. Ry. Co. et al.; case 15912; p. 883. 
Oklahoma Commission vs. A. & s Ry. et al.; 

case 14150; order amended; p. 626. 

Oklahoma Commission vs. A. & S. et al.; 
case os aged order modified; p. 628; order 
amended; 1200. 

Oklahoma portiand Cement Co. vs. A. & V. 
Ry. et al.; case 16988; M. O.; p. 248. 

Omaha Chamber of Commerce "Traffic ee 
vs. = & R. R. R. et al.; case 16226; os 
p. 176. 
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Pacific States Butter, Egg, Cheese and Poul- 
try Association vs. Southern Pacific Co. 
et al.; case 17143; p. 806. 

Parlor Frame Manufacturers’ Ass’n. vs. Ann 
Arbor R. R. et al.; case 14234; case re- 
opened; p. 303. 

Patterson Produce Co. vs. A. & S. Ry. Co. 
et al.; case 14695; case reopened; p. 136. 
Peyton Packing Co. et al. vs. Ariz. Eastern 
R. R. Co. et al.; case 15027; case reopened; 

pp. 884, 1538. 

Prairie Pipe Line Co. vs. Director-General, 
St. L.-S. F. Ry. et al.; case 11084; order 
amended; p. 136. 

Procter & Gamble Distributing Co. et al. vs. 
St. L.-S. F. Ry. Co. et al.; case 14451 (and 
Sub. Nos. 1 to 4 inclusive); orders modi- 
fied; pp. 883, 1130, 1200, 1266. 

Public Service Commission of Indiana et al. 
vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; cases 11388 and 
13671; p. 132. 

Railway Mail Pay; case 9200; case reopened; 
p. 249; supplemental order; p. 752. 

Republic Creosoting Co. vs. A. G. S. et al.; 
case 17518; case reopened; p. 1130. 


Roudebush, G. G., vs. Santa Fe et al.; case 
15926; report amended; pp. 690, 1019. 


Roxanna Petroleum Corp. vs. Big Four et 
al.; case 17471; order modified; p. 1538. 


Savannah Traffic Bureau vs. S. & A. Ry. 
et al.; case 16016; case reopened; p. 136. 
Seaman Paper Co. vs. James C. Davis, Di- 
rector-General of Railroads, as agent, et 
al.; case 14376; order amended; p. 1018. 
Sewell Valley R. R. Co. vs. C. & O. Ry. Co.; 

case 14012; case reopened; p. 626. 

Southern Products Co. vs. Director-General, 
A. & V. Ry. et al.; case 12485; order 
amended; p. 136. 

Southern Products Co. vs. Director-General, 
as agent, A. & W. Ry. Co. et al.; case 
15126; order amended; p. 1019. 

Southwestern Coal Operators’ Association et 
al. vs. Arkansas Western Railway Co. et 
al.; case 14661; case reopened; p. 884. 

Spencer, Kellogg & Sons vs. D. L. & W. 
R. R. et al.; case 13229; case reopened; 


p. 176. 

Swift & Co. et al. vs. Grand Trunk Ry. Co. 
of Canada et al.; case 15180; case re- 
opened; p. 952. 

Texas Co. vs. B. A. & P. Ry., C. B. & Q. 
R. R., C. & N. W. Ry., C. M. & St. P. Ry., 
Gt. Nor. Ry. and Nor. Pac. Ry.; case 15717 
(Sub. No. 1); effective date postponed; p. 
574; order amended; p. 628. 

Texas Cottonseed Crushers’ Association et 


al. vs. A. & S. Ry. Co. et al.; case 14970; 
order amended; p. 626. 

Tidewater Portland Cement Co. et al. vs. 
C. & P. et al.; case 15345; order amended; 
Pp. 1392. 

Train control case; No. 13413; supplemental 
orders; pp. 152, 248, 307, 413, 690, 1130, 

- 1392, 1538. 

United Fig and Date Co. et al. vs. A. G. S. 
R. R. Co. et al.; case 15410; order modified; 
Pp. 806, 1019; case reopened; p. 951. 

United States Coke & Coal Co. vs. James C. 
Davis, Director-General of Railroads, as 
agent, Pennsylvania Railroad Co. et al.; 
case 13690; order amended; p. 1018. 

Utah Fuel Co. vs. James C. Davis, Director- 
General of Railroads; case 12821; order 
amended; p. 1538. 

Utah Gilsonite Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. 
et al.; case 12716; p. 303. 

Walsh Fire Clay Products Co. et al. vs. Di- 
rector-General, A. & S. R. R. et al.; case 
15150; case reopened; p. 70. 

be sae a wn 9 ty of Commerce vs. C. & 

d . Ry. et al.; case 14743; order modi- 
fled; pp. 354, 1130. 

Weatherford, Crump & Co. vs. A. & S. et 
al.; case 13991; effective date Postponed; 
Pp. 1078; order modified; p. 514. 

Wyoming Coal Co. et al. vs. Va. Ry. Co. 
et al.; case 14454; order modified; p. 413. 





MISCELLANEOUS DECISIONS 


Andrews Steel Co. vs. Davis, Direct - 
a of : +. ves. SF Dp. 1473. en 
rkansas R. R. Commission vs. G. N. é 
R. R. Co. (Ark.); p. 366. yaivadies 
Baalmann vs. Union Pac. R. R. Co. (Kans.); 


p. 85. 
Boston. & M. R. R., Petition of (N. H.); 
Buschow Lumber Co. vs. Union Pacific R. R. 
Chee a OE R il c 
sapeake o Railwa 0. vs. Will 
Slate Co. (Va.); p. 1236. J ante 
Chicago, M. & St. P. Ry. Co. et al. vs. Public 
= Commission of Idaho (Idaho); 


Pp. a 
Chicago, R. I. & P. Ry. Co. et al. vs. United 
States et al. (Fed. Ct.); p. 10865. 
Cincinnati Traction Co. vs. Public Utilities 
Commission of Ohio (Ohio); p. 1168. 
Clark et al. vs. D. & I. R. R. Co. et al. 
(Colo.); p. 1030. 
Cocke vs. M. L. & T. R. R. & S. S. Co. et al. 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 141. 
Director General vs. Continental Sugar Co. 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 366. 
Director General vs. Keystone Steel & Wire 
' Co. (Ils.); p. 200. 


Mississippi-Warrior barge line; pp. 568, 646. 
Morris, J. M.; Intercoastal regulation; p. 1418. 


National Association of Railroad and Utilities 





National Foreign Trade Council; p. 27. 
National Industrial Conference Board; p. 581. 
National Industrial Traffic League; pp. 378, 


Newton, S 
82. 

New York Board of Trade; p. 1384. 

New York Port Authority; pp. 378, 1407. 


Norfolk & Western efficiency meeting; p. 648. 
Ocean shipping conferences; pp. 256, 368, 369, 


Ocean shipping legislation; p. . 
Ocean shipping rates; pp. 27, 87, 150, 208, 254, 


Empire Refining Co. vs. Director General 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 840. 

Erie R. R. Co. vs. F. Kieser & Son, Inc. 
(N. Y.); p. 839. , 

Frost et al. vs. Railroad Commission of Cal- 
ifornia et al. (Calif.); p. 1401. 

Gulf, C. & F. S. Ry. Co. vs. T. & P. Ry. Co. 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 85. 

Houston Belt & Terminal Ry. vs. Davis et al. 
(Tex.); p. 519. 

Jefferson Island Salt Mining Co. et al. vs. 
United States (Fed. Ct.); p. 839. 

Jones et al. vs. Nor. & Wes. Ry. Co. (Va.); 
p. 1168. 

Michael vs. United States (Fed. Ct.); p. 1473. 

Milhollan et al. vs. G N. Ry. Co. et al. 
(N. D.); _p. 957. 

Missouri, K. & T. Ry. Co. of Texas et al. 
vs. State (Texas); p. 1236. 

Morris et al. vs. A. N. Ry. Co. (Ga.); p. 839. 

Newport Electric Corp. vs. Oakley (R. L.); 


p. 316. 

Northern Pac. Ry. Co. vs. Department of 
Public Works et al. (Wash.); p. 1473. 

Northern Pac. Ry. Co. vs. Yakima Northern 
Stages, Inc. (Wash.); p. 891. 

Pennsylvania R. R. Co. vs. Rice Coal Co. 
(Ohio); p. 318. " 
Pittsburgh & W. Va. Ry. Co. et al. vs: United 

States (Fed. Ct.); p. 1032. 

Princeton Power Co. vs. Calloway et al. 
CW. Va.); p. 200. 

St. —- S. W. Ry. Co. vs. Painton (Mo.); 
D. . 

Smitherman & McDonald, Inc., et al. vs. 
~— Hardwood Lbr. Co. (Fed. Ct.); 
p. 703. 

Smokeless Fuel Co. vs. C. & O. Ry. Co. 
(Va.); p. 519. 

Standard Oil Co. vs. A. C. L. R. R. Co.; 
Same vs. S. A. L. Ry. Co. (Fed. Ct.); 


p. 1085. 

Standard Oil Co. (Calif.) vs. Davis, Director 
General of Railroads, as agent, et al. (Fed. 
Ct.); p. 840. 

— vs. A. T. & S. F. Ry. Co. (Kansas); 
Dp. 4 

Von Oven et al. vs. C. B. & Q. R. R. Co. 
(Ills.); p. 202. 

Western Paper Makers’ Chemical Co. et al. 
vs. United States et al. (Fed. Ct.); p. 1238. 

Wyoming Sugar Co. vs. Davis, Director Gen- 
—_ 4 Railroads and Agent (Fed. Ct.); 
Pp. 5 


Commissioners; pp. 893, 959. 


565, 1090, 1213, 1217. 
L.; Hoch-Smith and live stock; 


p. 82. 

New York Barge canal; p. 250. 

New York shippers’ conference; p. 1100. 
419, 594, 658, 660, 710, 831, 1 HN 1149. 


27 
308, 368, 416, 474, 530, 591, 660, 831, 911, 965, 
1011, 1046, 1050, 1091, 1094, 1100, 1160, 1232 
1234, 1296, 1352, 1407, 1487, 1550. 

Ocean shipping statistics; pp. 88, 208, 418, 420, 
474, 476, 592, 710, 711, 782, 912, 965, 966, 1096, 
1296, 1298, 1489. 

Ocean steamship services; pp. 12, 28, 380, 420, 
478, 660, 712, 966, 967, 1225, 1298, 1356, 1490. 

Odell, O. M.; Identifying stray packages; p. 


Olson, G. A.; Grievances of shippers; p. 1072. 

ye | statistics; pp. 25, 86, 290, 292, 524, 
548, 568, 670, 852, 920, 960, 1040, 1170, 1228. 
1340, 1448, T498. 

Packing; pp. 944, 1504. 

Packinghouse products; p. 687. 

Panama canal; pp. 88, 532, 782, 965, 1010, 1130, 
1174, 1354. 

Paperboard association; p. 716. 

— Julius H.; Barge canal costs; p. 


Passenger fares, services, etc.; pp. 36, 44, 112. 
aa 404, 405, 456, 478, 546, 705, 816, 951, 1050, 


Personnel of Railroad Freight Traffic De- 
eonente: series by C. E. Parks; pp. 324, 


0. 

Petroleum and products; rates, etc.; pp. 13, 24, 
64, 142, 176, 234, 290, 348, 462, 570, 687, 704, 
753, 843, 944, 1112, 1240, 1463. 

Pilferage; p. 1543. 

Pipe lines; pp. 641, 942. 

Pirie, C. B.; Prevention of claims; p. 1072. 

Port differentials; pp. 1264, 1327. 

Postal services, rates, rulings, legislation, etc.; 
Pp. 28, 90, 102, 150, 208, 278, 292, 406, 476. 
534, 660, 712, 792, 914, 967, 1052, 1096, 1184, 
1262, 1354, 1396, 1407, 1485, 1489, 1504, 1564. 

Potter plan; pp. 63, 81, 140, 968. (See also Rate 
investigation, general.) 

Procedure in formal cases; modification of; 
PPsa 21, 690, 825, 898, 1014, 1114, 1174, 1388 








Proportional rail-and-water rates; p. 428. 
Pullman surcharge (see passenger fares). 


QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS 


Absorption of switching charges; Application 
of minimum charges on C. L. shipments 
and minimum earning rule of switching 
absorption tariff; p. 720. 

Absorption of switching charges on trap cars 
by roadhaul carrier; p. 274. 

Accord and satisfaction; p. 844. 

Application of rates; parts or Proves consti- 
tuting complete article; pp. 270, 54 

Application rating where classification ex- 
ception is lower than classification proper; 
rule 10; p. 274. 

Arrival notice; written or oral; p. 106. 

Attachment of goods moving on order notify 
bill of lading; p. 154. 

Attachment traffic balances due originating 
carrier in hands of delivering carrier by 
non-resident of state in which attachment 
suit is instituted; p. 382. 

Bills of lading; dating of, for trap car ship- 
ments switched by switching line to road 
haul carrier; p. 1514. 

a, vs. less-than-carload shipments; 

. 1302. 

cleanse applicable shipment transferred in 
transit from car ordered by shipper to 
smaller car; p. 490. ; 

Classification; application of 
sheets; (Ill.); p. 1568. 

Classification; Rule 7 of consolidated classi- 
fications; p. 542. ‘ 

Combination rates; application of Sligo rule; 


exception 


p. 924. 

Combination rates; Sligo rule; pp. 488, 672. 

Common control an management; what 
constitutes; p. 1110. 

Company material; basis charged to junction 
of purchasing carrier; p. 274. 

Concealed loss or damage; notice of claim; 


p. 490. 

Conversion; liability for delivery on unin- 
dorsed bill of lading; p. 436. 

Conversion; liability to whom shipment was 
wrongfully delivered; p. 158. 

Conversion; refusal to deliver, except upon 
~~ of excessive foreign charges; 

. 1178. 

Cenversion; surrender of shipper’s order 
notify shipment without bill of lading; 
p. 490. = 

Damages; p. q 

Damayes: delay in placing car on team 
track after notice of arrival is sent to con- 
signee; p. 436. 

Damages: delay in transportation; p. 926. 

Damages; expense of shipper incurred in 
diminishing his loss; p. 984. 

Damages; interest on loss and damage 
claims; pp. 540, 1440. 

Damages; liability for amount above re- 
leased value tf occa covered by in- 
surance; pp. 104, \ ¥ 

Damages; manner of giving notice to carrier 
to hold carrier for _ p. 
amages, measure of; Pp. " 

Eeeeen measure of part released value 
shipment lost or damaged; pp. 386, 1568. 

Damages; refrigeration charges; p. 722. 

Damages; resulting from misroute; p. 718. 

Damages; shipments moving through United 
States from Mexico to Canada, p. 386 

Damages; special; p. 718. 

Damages; transportation charges on dupli- 
cate shipments; p. 106. 

Damages; where part released value ship- 
ment is lost or damaged; p. 604. 

Delay; embargo as excuse; P. 1438. 

Delay; liability of barge line; p. 1176. ; 

Delay; observance of holiday as excuse for; 


. 1176. 

Delivery by carrier; effect ‘‘clear’’ receipt 
by consignee; p. 926. _ 

Delivery by carrier, proof of; p. 4 

Delivery by carrier; what constitutes; pp. 
156, 542, 848. 

Delivery of live stock at stock yards; storage 
and yardage charges; pp. 850, 1302. 

Demurrage; accruing by reason state quar- 
antine law rogues permit to accompany 
shipment; p. 3 : 

Demearrage: cars held awaiting carrier’s full 
compliance with shipper’s order for spec- 
ified number of cars; p. 1436. 

Demurrage; cars held for loading on private 
industry tracks; p. 1054. 

Demurrage; cars placed for loading but not 
used in transportation service; p. 1248. 

Demurrage; coal refused by consignee rail- 
road held on rails; p. 40. 

Demurrage; dispute to legal rate; p. 218. 

Demurrage; duty of carrier to furnish 
switching service; p. 330. 

Demurrage; embargoes; effect of; p. 978. 

Demurrage; embargoes; inquiry by shipper 
before loading of car; p. 1364. 

Demurrage; legal holiday; what constitutes 
within meaning of demurrage tariff; p. 982. 

Demurrage; liability of consignee accruing 
during controversy with carrier relative 
damaged shipment; p. 844. 

Demurrage; live stock; p. 1054. 

Demurrage; reconsigned shipments; p. 980. 

Demurrage; surrender of bill of lading on 
order notify shipment; p. 982. 
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Demurrage; unclaimed shipment; what con- 
stitutes; p. 384. 

Duty of carrier to furnish suitable facilities 
for receiving and delivering freight; p. 846. 

Duty of seller to use care in selecting car- 
rier in order to place risk of transportation 
on buyer; p. 1302. 

Follow-lot shipment; each car except that 
carrying excess must be loaded as heavily 
as conditions permit; p. 1054. 

Forwarding agents, status of; p. 926. 

Freight bills; prepaid; p. 11 78. 

Freight bills; reconsigned shipments; p. 1306. 

Freight charges; consignee not liable where 
amount exceeds charges; p. 38. 

wsean —— goods destroyed by act of 

° 
Freight” charges; liability of consignor; 


Freight charges; liability of consignee; 


Pp 

Freight charges; liability of consignor and 
receiver of consignee; p. 846. 

Freight charges; liability of consignor car- 
rier erroneously refunds more amount of 
overcharge collected; p. 

Freight charges; liability of consignee for 
demurrage at point of origin; p. 42. 

Freight charges; liability of consignor on 
shipment consigned to federal government 
where consignor signs stipulation that car- 
rier shall not deliver shipment without 
o) '——n of charges by consignee; pp. 978, 


Freight charges; liability of consignor where 
corre accepts check from consignee; 
Pp 

Freight charges; liability where shipper 
signs stipulation in section 7, bill of lading; 


Freight charges; liability of consignor where 
carrier erroneously refunds more amount 
of overcharge collected; pp. 436, 1364. 

Freight charges; liability of consignor where 
consignor signs stipulation that carrier 
shall not deliver shipment without pay- 
ment of charges by consignee, but tariff 
requires preparyment of charges; p. 1308. 

Freight charges; liability of consignor where 
shipment is reconsigned by buyer at first 
destination; p. 1442. 

Freight charges; liability of order notify 
party or assignee or purchaser of bill of 
lading; p. 1440. 

“Freight claims; liability of consignor where 
carrier erroneously refunds more amount 
overcharge collected; p. 5 


Freight shipped subject or not subject to 
uniform bill of lading conditions; p. 388. 


Haul, long and short; p. 332. 


Inspection; liability when unauthorized in- 
spection permitted; p. 330 


Interest on loss and damage claims; p. 492. 
Interest on overcharge barred payment 
under Wolf case revised amendment, 
paragraph 3, section 16, of act; p. 108. 


Interest reparation awards by Interstate 
Commerce Commission; (Ala.); p. 1568. 


Interest on overcharge collected by Canadian 
carrier; p. 844. 


Intrastate traffic; jurisdiction of Interstate 
Commerce Commission; p. 718. 

Liability of carrier as warehouseman; p. 600. 

Liability of carrier; damage from fire caused 
by tornado; p. 384. 

Liability of carriers for breakage while em- 
ployes are assisting in unloading of freight 
from shipper’s truck; p. 1246. 

Liability of carrier for damage freezing re- 
sulting delay; p. 1510. 

Liability of carrier for loss under clear seal 
record; p. 

ar of carrier for ‘‘natural breakage” 


786. 

Liability of carrier loss of shipment conflict 
exists between marks on packages and ad- 
dress in bill of lading; p 

Liability of express company for loss of 
goods delivered at non-agency station; 


p. 600. 

Liability of initial rail carrier where goods 
tendered to it not packed in accordance 
with requirement of connecting water 
carrier; p. 602. 

Liability of rail carrier for loss by fire of 
shipment moving on through bill of lading 
over rail-and-water route; p. 788. 

Liability of road haul carrier for injury to 
goats in possession of switching carrier; 


40. 

Liability of steamship company for theft of 
goods; p. 720. 

Liability of steamship for loss by fire; p. 40. 

Liability of steamship for loss by fire when 
shipment is transshipped; p. 40. 

Liability of carrier for damage by fire; (N. 
Y.); p. 1570. 

Limitation governing action amount errone- 
sony refunded as overcharge; pp. 722, 


Limitations; actions against express com 
panies for loss and damage; p. 158. 

Limitations; action by carriers for recovery 
of charges; pp. 154, 978, 1176. 

Limitations; actions by ‘director- general for 
charges on shipments moving during 
federal control; pp. 926, 980, 1510. 

Limitations; application of ninety- -day period 
of paragraph 3, section 16; p. 1436. 








Limitations; failure of carrier to register 
claims with commission does not warrant 
waiver of provisions of paragraph 3, sec- 
tion 16 of act; p. 604. 

Limitations; intrastate shipment; p. 490. 

Limitations; recovery by carrier of. amounts 
due under equalization provisions of mile- 
age tariffs; p. 850. 

Limitation; recovery of balance due after 
yo = refused goods for freight charges; 
p 

Limitations; recovery of overcharges; p. 844, 

Limitations; recovery of overcharges from 
express company; p. 154. 

Limitations; retroactive effect of paragraph 
3, section 16 of act; pp. 386, 672. 

Long and short haul; rule 77; p. 848. 

Loss or damage proof; p. 434. 

Measure of damages; p. 104. 

Measure of damages; commissions; 724. 

Minimum carload charges; pose rule 
13, total charge of line haul rate and 
switching rate; p. 274. 

Misquotation of rate; erroneous information 
as = * om for partial unloading privilege; 
p. 4 

wine ot arrival; duty of carrier to give; 
P. b 

Notice of claim; necessity for filing; pp. 
604, 850. 

Notice of claim; proof of negligence where 
notice not given by shipper; p. 1304. 

Notice of claim; shipper prove negligence of 
carrier unless’ claim filed within stipulated 
time; p. 434. 

Notice of claim; time for filing; p. 1108. 

Packing requirement for eggs in express 
classification; p. 156. 

Payment of freight charges; burden of proof 
on shipper; p. 388. 

Perishable goods; liability of carrier for 
freezing; p. 724. 

Proof of loss or damage; pp. 602, 844. 

Rates, application of; pp. 1176, 1246. 

Rates; application of long and short haul 
provision of fourth section of act; p. 1512. 

Rates application; water and rail trans- 
portation; p. 848. 

Rates, application of; weight limit of 
bridges; p. 1108. 

a © enn what constitutes; 
DP. 

Rates; must be reasonable and non-preju- 
dical; p. 1444. 

Rates; Through class rate exceeding aggre- 
- intermediate commodity rates; 
p. § 

Rates; through rate exceeding combination 
of intermediate; factors must be applica- 
ble via interstate route; p. 982. 

Reconsigning; rate applicable to reconsigned 
shipment; p. 924. 

Reconsignment; p. 672. 


Reconsignment; absence of routing instruc- 
tions carrier forward via route over 
cheapest rate point of origin to destination 
applies; p. 540. 


Reconsignment; duty of carrier with respect 
to notice of refusal of car at reconsigned 
destination; p. 674. 


Reconsignment; liability of carrier for fail- 
ry —_--* shipper’s instructions; pp. 
3 1 

Reconsignment of live stock; p. 274. 

Reconsignment; order notify shipments held 
for surrender of bill of lading at destina- 
tion; pp. 980, 1440. 

Reconsignment; rate in effect date shipment 
leaves original point; p 

Reconsignment to po B within switching 
limits; p. 332. 

Reconsignment vs. reshipment; pp. 438, 1054. 

Regulations relative bids of carriers subject 
to Clayton act for securities, supplies or 
other articles of commerce; p. 432. 


Released versus actual value rates; p. 718. 

Reparation; p. 276. 

Reparation; cheaper rate via circuitious 
route than via shorter route; p. 1248. 

Reparation; state rates found ‘discriminatory 
against interstate commerce; p. 42. 

Routing and misrouting; application general 
order No. 1 of director-general; p. 490. 

Routing and misrouting; balance through 
rate in bill of lading from transit point; 
Pp. 

Routing and misrouting; bill of lading con- 
taining destination not on railroad; p. 1442. 

Routing and misrouting; carrier not required 
to — shipment over to competing line; 
p. 84 

Routing and misrouting; conflict between 
marks on packages and address in bill of 
lading; pp. 1304, 1440. 

Routing and misrouting; conflict between 
~~ destination in bill of lading; 
p. 

Routing and misrouting; conflict between 
rate and route from specification rate in 
bill of lading conflicting with verbal rout- 
ing; p. 850. 

Routing and misrouting; all rail vs. rail and 
water; (Va.); p. 1570. 

Routing and misrouting; factors of claimed 
route must be filed with commission; 


p. 1366. 

Routing and misrouting; initial carrier not 
to use third and intervening carrier in 
connection with carrier specified by 
shipper forms complete route; p. 926. 


Routing and misrouting; interstate vs. intra- 
state route; p. 1248. 

Routing and misrouting; a rate vs. com- 
bination rate; pp. 384, 488, 4 

Routing and misrouting; loss of transit 
privilege; p. 978. 

Routing and misrouting; no damage result- 
ing from failure to call oo ngomggl —= 
to inconsistent instructions; R. 

Routing and misrouting; no ob #4 upon 
carrier to forward shipment via obscure 
junction to insure \ ene lowest com- 
bination rate; p. 

Routing and misrouting; route specified by 
ac + ma embargoed; p. 

Routing and misrouting; switching ticket 
used where initial carrier is to receive 
switch movement; p. 154. 

Routing and row non A a ‘terminal delivery 
vs. road haul for delivering carrier. 

Routing; duty of carrier where rate and 
route are shown in bill of lading; p. 42. 

Sale of damaged goods by consignee for 
salvage; p. 1366. 

ae goods for freight charges; pp. 722, 


306. 

Sales F. O. B.; passage of title affected by 
term; p. 1110. 

Set off; action by carrier for freight charges 
or action by shipper for damage to goods; 
p. 

Shipments, C. O. D.; rail carriers; p. 1178. 

Snowstorm held to act of — excusing car- 
rier from liability delay; p. 42. 

State vs. Interstate traffic; p. 1442. 

Stopping in transit for partial unloading; 
pp. 104, 1176, 1306. 

Storage charges; liability of consignee where 
shipment refused account damage, but 
later accepted by consignee; p. 1438. 

—— charges on unclaimed shipment; 
p. 4 

Storage charges; resulting from conflict 
between address on bill of lading and 
marks on packages; p. 104. 

Storage; error of carrier preventing proper 
tender or delivery; p. 672. 

Storage; freight unloaded by carrier for pur- 
ag at releasing needed equipment; 


p. ’ 

Storage; liability of shipper after notice to 
carrier to sell goods; pp. 788, 1110. 

Storage; refused or unclaimed goods; obli- 
gation of carrier to hold goods for reason- 
able time to enable consignor to arrange 
for disposition; p. 1512. 

—— unclaimed vs. refused shipments; 
Pp. 

Tariff interpretation; p. 544. 

Tariff interpretation; application of general 
term to all articles included within term; 


p. 1246. 

Tariff interpretation; application of inter- 
mediate rate clause; p. 980. 

Tariff interpretation; application of rates; 
pp. 1180, 1308. 

Tariff interpretation; application of tariff 
provision not dependent upon word of limi- 
tation; (Iowa); p. 1568. 

Tariff interpretation; conflicting rates; p. 928. 

Tariff interpretation; application of recon- 
signing rules; (Ark.); p. 1570. 

Tariff interpretation; intermediate applica- 
tion; p. 1308. 

Tariff interpretation; Leland’s I. C. C. 1651, 
Tariff 1-O, Item 5794; p. 540 

Tariff interpretation; articles too long or 
bulky to load through side door without 
use of end door or window in closed car; 


p. 216. 

a a: rating of peaches; 
p. " 

Tariffs; concurrence of electric line in boat 
line tariff; p. 434. 

Transfer of shipment by carrier; carrier not 
liable for expense of shipper’s loading in 
special manner; p. 154. 

Transit privilege, application of; -p. 1364. 

Transit; rate applicable, transit tariff re- 
stricted to certain traffic; p. 4. 

Transit; reasonableness of Ceatee: p. 1510. 

Transit stop; L. C. L. shipment; service may 
not be accorded except under tariff author- 
ity; p. 846 

Two-for-one-rule; application where one of 

» ears furnished in lieu of cars ordered will 
not load to minimum; p. 1512. 

Undercharges; suits by railroad administra- 
agg accruing prior to federal control; 
Ppp 

Weighing and reweighing; allowance for 
leakage or evaporation; p. 434. 

Weighing and reweighing; cars transferred 
in transit; p. 106. 

Weighing and reweighing; charge where 
carrier furnishes equipment containing 
refuse; p. 1054. 

Weights and weighing; p. 720. 

Weights and weighing; shipment delivered 
without being sealed by carrier; p. 788. 

Weights; basis where tariff provides market 
capackty of coal and shipment not weighed; 


p 
Weights on hoof; p. 272. 
Weights; rate articles in packages to be 


assessed on weight of package and con- 
tents; p. 380. 





Radio sets; rates on, etc.; p. 761. 
Rails, length of; p. 1168. 


acd See feed 
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Railway Business ———. p. 1147. 

Rate investigation, ss p. 139, 140, 188, 
= 14. 346, 455, 5 , 574, &85, 686, 751, 942, 

Hearings = Chicago; 575, 631, 880, 
iba, 1081. At Denver; 1142. At 
cisco; 1209, 1272. At St. Paul; 1337. At 
Dallas; 1393, 1475. (See also Hoch-Smith 

neftigeraticn; P. 656. 
efrigeration; 

Regional advisory board 62, 68, 96, 146, 
330, 484, 776, 837, 976, “tors. "1100, 1149, 1276, 
1362, 1368 1434, 1508, 1564. 

Reiley, F. D.; A pro- railroad charge; p. 1422. 

Reparation; pp. 598, 890, 126 

nae. railroad; pp. 261, 390, 292, ee 700, 
852, 922, 960, 1228, 1281, 1448 1500, 

Rice; rates eo. etc.; pp. 794, 928. 

Rivers and harbor: rs, and canals; 158, 476, 
478, 534, 567, 594, 668, 712, 898, Py 2. 962, 967, 
1010, 1071 1218, "1294, 1326, 1336, 1352, 1403, 
1404, | 1485, 1486, 1542. (See also Panama 


Rock Island anniversary; p. 712. 

Roofing paper; rates on, py ; pp. 1150, 1242. 

Rosenbaum; Action of St. Louis club; p. 276. 

— R. C.; addresses at Chicago; pp. 1326, 
1386 


Rules of practice of the commission; p. 688. 

Safety bureau; annual report; p. 1464. 

Salt, rates on, etc.; pp. 80, 550, 699, 1014, 1464. 

Sand and gravel; rates on, ant pp. 176, 1020. 

Section 500 of the transportation act; p. 1164. 

Securities; petitions for permission to a 
fixing applications and decisions, etc.; 
21, 32, 36, 38, 69, 70, 84, 124, 132, 187, 208, 
218, 245, 346, 248, 278, 292, 304, 307, 334, 348, 
360, 363, 366, 404, 438, 456, 538, 548, 550, 566, 
624, 664, 668 a 
990, 1008, 1656, 1080, 1088, 1135, 1204, 1213, 
1242, 1261, ia. 1286, 1310, 1339, 1340, 1410, 
1462, 1470, 1537. 


SHIPPING BOARD, THE U. S. 


Annual report; 
Appropriation; pp. 1708: a. 1395. 
Conversion of ships; p. 
Fleet corporation; It... “of; dispute with 
President over (see Personnel). 
Investigation of; pp. 268, 369, 709, 776, 
1092, 1160, 1291, 1356 (no Wf 1487. 
Japanese claims; p. 914. 
Leviathan, Cs sana ee & = 
Merchant M 592, 660, 780, 
831, 832, 1046, "T69L, P80. * 1309" 1292, 1293. 
Personnel; appointments, resignations, etc.; 
529, 592, 709, 710, 807, 829, 910, * a 
366, ae. 1149, 1352, 1386, 1489, 1554, 1556 
Policies; pp. 369, |, A 780, 1048, 1232, 1298, 
1356 (correction), i 
Port to port rates; ,... over; p. 830. 
Rulings; pp. 1550, 1552. 
Salaries; p. 1234. 
Ship sales; sales and leases of facilities; pp. 
= 150, 208, 254, 308, 309, 369, 405, 420, 474, 
530, 592, 658, 709, 782, 832, 910, 914, 966, 1049, 
1091, 1094, 1160, 1164, 1234, 1292, 1298; 1300, 
1354, 1404, 1489, 1490, 1554. 


SHIPPING DECISIONS 
——_ "a Co. vs. Red Cross Line (Fed. 


Compar ia De Navegacoe ty Brasileiro, 
The Pelotas (Fed. Ct.); p. 1236. 

Cramp, The Henry W. (Pa Cat p. 108 < 

Curtis, The Oakley C. (Fed. Ct.); p 


Deeewe. General vs. Dittmar Ay x " (Fed. 
Ct.); 86. 


ig Mining - vs. Alaska S. S. Co. 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 
—. rod te - Agency Co. vs. Barber & 
, Inc. et al. Barber S. S. Lines, Inc. vs. 
Furness i086.) & Agency Co. et ‘al. (Fed. 
Dp. 
Grace, W. R., & Co. vs. ~—— Kisen Kabus- 
hiki Daisha’ (Fed. Ct.); p. 
at ats" =“? Furness, Withy e Co., Ltd. (Fed. 
Hull, The Rosalie (Fed. Ct.); p. 141. 
Israel ét al. vs. Luckenbach 8. 8. Co., Inc. 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 
ey). vs. ana Shipping Co., Inc. (Fed. 
p. 
tae rf S. Co., Inc. vs. Berwind- 
White Coal Mining Co. (Fed. Ct.); P 1474. 
-—s Transportation Co. in re (Mass.); 


p. 142. 

Moore, George A., & Co. vs. ee Star & 
British Dominion Ins. Co. Ltd. et al. The 
C. 8S. Holmes (Fed. Ct.); p. 316. 

Murfitt vs. El Oriente (N. Y): . 261. 
Newport, The, G. Amsinck & 0., Inc., vs. 
Pacific Mail 'S. 8. Co. (Fed. Ct.); p. 1347. 
Nomen ab): re Steamship The Nordkvalen 

Dp. 

Princess ‘Anne, The Surea. Ct.); p. 198. 

Rosenberg Bros. & Co. vs. United States 
Shipping Board we ap A Fleet ——- 
tion. alifornia Wine Assn. vs. 
hs ite Jones & Co. vs. Same (Fed Ct.); 


Senday et al. vs. United States Shipping 
Board Emergency Fleet Corporation ( 


. 891. 
— N. P. Co. aa Churchill Line et al. 
(Fed. Ct.); p. 251 






Susquehanna S. S. Co., Inc. vs. A. O. Ander- 
son & Co., Inc. (Fed. Ct.); p. 1086. 


Pihoiting: pp. 28, 256, 831, 912, 1049, 1096, 
1300. 


Signal devices; » 790. 

Silk shipment; 520. 

South Dakota dass rates; p. 514. 

Southern class rates; pp. 518, B66, 676, 751 
(correction), 820, 881, 886, 1146. 

Southern freight rates and 2... p. 819. 

Special Freight ree series by G. Lloyd 
Wilson, Ph. D.; 494, 

Stebbings, A. W.; The. Potter plan; p. 432. 

Stone; rates on, ete.; 

Store ‘door delivery; DP, oon 646, 967. 

Suez Canal traffic; p. 


SUPREME COURT, U. S., DECISIONS. 


Arkansas, State of, ex rel. vs. St. L.-S. F. 
and Mo. Pac.; taxes; p. 1222. 

American Railway Express Co. vs. G. C. 
Daniel; limted liability; p. 1032. 

American Railway Ex. Co. et al. vs. Jacob 
— damages for loss of package; Pp. 
127 


Atchison, T. & S. F. vs. U. S.; violation of 
hours of service act; p. 1348. 

Baltimore & Ohio vs. Charles Tittle; personal 
injury; p. 890. 

Bledsoe, E. P., vs. St. L.-S. F.; taxes; p. 1032. 

Borelli vs. International Railway; personal 
injury; p. 890. 

Buckeye Coal & Railway Co. et al. vs. Hock- 
gp eal et al.; mortgage lien on coal: 


Pp. a 

Central of Ga. vs. Lillie May Davis; personal 
injury; p. 1032. 

Chicago, M. & St. P. vs. City of Tacoma: 
damage claim; p. 1348. 

Chicago, R. I & P. vs. Nellie Kidd; personal 
injury; p. 1348. 

Director-General vs. L. D. agg and 
Frank Griffith; injury to cattle; p. 1221. 

Director-General vs. Louis Phillips et al: 
damages for breakage; p. 

Director-General vs. John L. Diese Lumber 
Co.; misdelivery of scrap iron; p. 1221. 

Fenstermacher, Edmond, vs. C. R. I. & P.: 
personal injury; p. 1032. 

Goltra, E. F., vs. John W. Weeks et al.: 
lease of barges and tugs; p. 1032. 

Gulf & Ship Island vs. C. G. Hendricks: 
compensation; p. 1032. 

Louisville & Nashville vs. Sloss-Sheffiel¢c 
mig Fe Iron Co.; reparation and interest: 


MeMahon, H. W., vs. Montour Railroad Co.: 
personal injury: p. 1222 

Mississippi Central vs. — Knight; per- 
sonal injury; p. 890. 

National Transit Co. vs. Director-General: 
Pipe line leakage; p. 1032. 

Parramore, Mary Ann, vs. D. & R. G. W-:: 
personal ‘injury; D. 890. 

Patterson, w., et al. vs. L. & N. et al.: 
fourth section reparation; p. 888. 

Pullman Co. vs. Jacob S. Wain, et al.; per- 
sonal injury; p. 890. 

St. Paul & Tacoma Lumber Co. vs. N. P.: 
contract; p. 1222. 

Seaboard Air Line vs. L. E. Gerow; persona! 
injury; p 74. 

Smith, Lzoen vs. C. B. & Q.; personal in- 
jury: Dp. 1033. 


Texas & Pacific vs. Z. L. Jarett; personal 
injury; p. 890. 

United | lan vs. C. R. f N. J.; govern- 
ment undercharge FP Pp. 1632. 

United States vs. N.Y. & C. S. S. Co.: 
hospital expenses of alien caer p. 1474. 

—— vs. A. L. Britton; personal injury; 

Western ee vs. State of Georgia and N. 
Cc. & St. ; right of way; p. 1222. ” 


Switching; pp. 413, 625, 906, 956, 1472, 1537. 
Tank cars; pp. 307, 1070. 


Tap Lines; p. 
Tariffs, distinction of; p. 1508 

Taxes; pp. 12, 943, 1009” 1052, 1096, 1234, 1240 
Telegraph dabiithies o p. 990. 

Telephone and telegraph "legislation; p. 1485. 
Telephone consolidations; pp. 112 158, 322, 472 


Telephone statistics; pp. 32, 360, 492, 702, 990, 
1010, 1112, 1366. 


Terminals; pp. 122, 184, 1352, 1356, 1490, 1556. 


TENTATIVE DECISIONS OF |. C. C. 


Abeles & Taussig Lumber and ~~ Co. vs. C. 
R. I. & P. et al.; case 16843; p. 1208. 

Abingdon Sanitary Mfg. Co. et al. vs. C. & N. 
W. et al.; case 16192; ‘es 1270. 

ay Milis at al. vs. G. S. et al.; case 


Acme aris’ lls vs. B. & O.; case 14688; ig ae 


Adams & Kelly Co. et al. vs. S. F. e a: 
— wy p. 692. 
oe, F Bro re — et al. vs. A. C. 


. et al; e 15630; 





646, 914, 990, 1058, 1271, 1410, 134. 1420, 1498. 


Allan Wood Iron and Steel Co. et al. vs. 
Pennsylvania et al.; — 15490; p. 1334. 
— Gravel Co. vs. C. . & P.; case 16799; 


p. 1141. 

Altus Cotton Oil oa et al. vs. A. T. & S. F. 
et al.; case 15901; 74, 

Alumina Shale Brick’ Co. et al. vs. B. & O. 
et al.; case 16573; p. 1391. 

Amalgamated Sugar Co. vs. U. P. et al.; case 
16677; p. 75 

American Clay Products Co. vs. Pennsyl- 
vania et al.; case 16776; p. 466. 

American National Live Stock Assn. G al. vs. 
A. T. & S. &. et al.; case 14190; p. 

American National Live Stock f Rng “et al. 
vs. S. F. et al.; case 15686; p. 571. 

American Paper "Goods Co. vs. B. & A. et al.; 
case 16120; p. 357. 

American Sand and Gravel Co. vs. Director 
General; case 15666; p. 133. 

American 7% Corp. vs. Can. Pac. et al.; 
case 16950; 141. 

American Tobacco Co. vs. . “jee General, 
= Le et al.; case 16718; p. 574. 

Am W., & Co. et al. vs. N. H. et al.; case 
16687; p. 630. 

Anderson- Taylor Co. et al. vs. &S. F., 
Director General et al.; case ig425; p. 71. 

Arizona Commission et al. vs. Arizona East- 
ern et al.; case 15096; p. 133. 

Arkansas River Sand Co. vs. M. K. T. et al.; 
case: we 12. 

Armour 
16560; - 762 

Armour & Go. et al. vs. Director General, C. 
M. & St. P. et al.; case ee p. 764. 

Armour & Co. et t al. vs. C. M. & St. P. et al.; 
case 16095; p. 

Armour & ‘Co. 4 " Director General; case 
16456; p. 1018. 

Armour Fertilizer bg vs. N. O. T. & M. 
et al.; case 15261; p. 356. 

Armstrong Cork Ng Vs. Pennsylvania; case 
17037; p. 1141. 

Armstrong Cork Co. vs. W. M. et al.; case 
16604; 185. 


° vs. Director General; case 


Athletic Mining and Smelting ~ vs. Ft. S. 
& W. et al.; case 16105; p. 629 

Atlas Portland Cement Co. vs. Director Gen- 
eral, as agent; case 12950; p. 1267. 

Atwater, William C., & Co. vs. Mich. Cent.; 
case 16768; p. 1140. 

Babcock & Wilcox Co. vs. Director General, 
Pennsylvania et al.; case 14475; p. 249. 

my Co. Illinois Central ‘et al.; ; case 

Baker & Co. vs. C. M. & St. P. et al.; case 
16288; 186. 

Ballman- =Cummings Furniture - -et al. vs. 
Cc. E. I. et al.; case 16091; 1270. 

Barker Stee Inc., vs. C. z. & Q. et al.; 
case 16617; p. 76. 

Barnes, V. S., vs. C. & N. W. et al.; case 
16581; p. 1391. 

Barnsdall Refining Co. et al. vs. L. & A. 
et al.; case 16065; p. 515. 

Barr & —s vs. G. N. et al.; case 
16333; p. 186. 

Barrett * vs. A. T. & S. & et al.; case 
15886; p. 1015. (And also a sub-number 
thereunder, 1 aes Carey Co. et al. vs. A. 

et 

Beatrice page & 3 Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; 
case Foto 357. 

errs he o. et al. vs. A. V. I. et al.; case 

+_Pp 

Beggs, J. R., <o vs. B. & O. et al.; a sub- 
number thereunder, ee, Charles, 
vs. Same; case 16484; BR 1391. 

Beggs, J. R., & Co. vs. & O. et al., anda 
sub-number under con complaint, Barlow, 
- Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; case 17215; 


1391. 
Ball & Toller Mining Co. vs. I. C. et al.; case 
16252; p. 186. 


’ Lg Co. vs. G. N. et al.; case 


Benson 
16515; 

Berninghaus, Eugene, Co. vs. C. & N. W. et 
al.; case 16740; p. 1017. 


Birkett, Mills et al. vs. D. L. & W. et al.; 
case 16393; p. 1270. 


Birmingham er Bureau vs. Director Gen- 
eral, A. G. et al.; case 14583; p. 76. 

Blackshear Shanuniatoe Co. vs. A. C. L. 
et al.; case 13514; p. 76. 


Bloomington Association of Commerce, for 
Hasenwinkle, Sholer Co. vs. C. R. I. is 
case 16487; p. 1270. 

Boldt, Charles, Glass Co. vs. C. & O. et al.; 
case 17106; p. 1138. 

Boldt, Charies, Paper Mills Co. vs. N. I. & 
N. et al.; case een p. 465. 

= Allen vs. B. & M. et al.; case 15748; p. 


Bp p ts ened vs. M. V. et al.; case 

Bos, Joun N., Sand * » al. vs. Santa Fe 
et al.; case 1439: p. © 

Bourgoin, J. P 0. vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; 
case 16347; p. 186. 

Boyle- Daytan Co. vs. A. T. & S. F. et al.; 
case 16242; p. 186. 

Bowers, S. 2. 


reoae. co vs. Director General; case 
p. 5 
a Henry W., & Co. vs. Erie; case 16821; 


465. 

Burlington Shippers’ Assn. et al. vs. A. T. & 
S. F. et al.; case 16497; p. 1471. 

Burlington Shippers’ Assn. et al. vs. C. B. & 
Q. et al.; case 16399; p. 1269. 

Burton-Dixie Corp. et al. vs. A. T. & S. F 
et al.; case 15358; p. 815. 
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Bush Brothers & Co. vs. Cumberland Trans- 
portation Co. et al.; case raf p. 1206. 

Butler, J. W., —" Co. vs. . & W. et al.; 
case 16279; 

Butters Lumber So. et al. vs. Atlantic Coast 
Line et al.; case 8897; p. 1136. 

Cairo Association of Commerce vs. B. & N. 
W. et al.; case 16194; p. 1271. 

Cairo Cotton Oil Mill, Inc., vs. M. & O. et al.; 
case 16415; p. 816. 

Calumet Baking Powder Co. vs. & N. R. 
R. R. Co. et al.; case 16500; p. 762. 

Canton R. R. Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; case 
16264; p. 357. 

Carfiel, Theodore, & Louie Morris et al. vs. 
N. Y. C. et al.; case 15959; p. 466. 

Carter Oil Co. vs. S. F. et al.; case 16405; p. 


816. 

Ceramic Traffic Assn. vs. M. C. et al.; case 
14144; p. 187. 

Cheesman, Frank L., vs. C. 
eral, et al.; case 16284; Pp. 1 

Cheney Pulp and Paper co. ve. A. CC. & F. 
et al.; case 15795; p. 75. 

Chero Cola Bottling Co. vs. Central of Ga.; 
case 17002; p. 1018. 

Chevrolet Motor Co. of Texas vs. C. & A. et 
al.; case 13923; p. 466. 

Chicago Carton Co. vs. C. B. & Q. et al.; case 
17100; p. 1141. 


, Director Gen- 


Citrus Soap Co. vs. B. & O. et al.; case 
15917; iP 953. 
Clark, J. S. H., Lumber Co. vs. A. B. & A. 


et al.; ‘case 16349; p. 76. 
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Texas Portland Cement Co. vs. Ark. Wes. 
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Turpentine & Rosin Producers’ Ass’n vs. 
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United States Finishing Co. vs. N. Y., N. H., 
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case 16220; p. 813. 

Washington Salvage Co. vs. Pennsy.; case 
16061; p. 574. 


—s "Paper Co. vs. N. P. et al.; case 16229; 


Waynesboro Chamber of Commerce et al. 
vs. W. M. et al.; case 15354; p. 413. 

Werner, Samuel, Inc. et al. vs. Director 
General; case 15932; p. 465. 

Western Paper Makers’ Chemical Co. vs. G. 
& S. I. et al.; case 16953; p. 1471. 

Western Petroleum Refiners’ Ass’n. vs. Mo. 
Pac. et al.; case 13568; p. 1333. 

Western Petroleum Refiners’ Association et 
ae St. L. S. F. et al.; case 16128; p. 

White Star Refining Co. vs, A. yt: & S. Fe 
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al. vs. A. T. & S. Fe et al.; case 16351; 
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Wichita Chamber of Commerce et al. vs. A. 
& V. et al.; case 16390; p. 764. 

Williams, J. B., Co. vs. Central N. E. et al; 
case 16904; p. 466. 

Williams- -Thompson Co. vs. A. & W. P. et 
al.; case 16749; p. 629. 

Wilson & Co. vs. Director-General; case 
12062; p. 1015. 

Wimberly Grocer Co. vs. Pennsy. et al.; case 
16310; p. 


Woodhead’ Lumber Co. vs. Pac. Elec.; case 
16824; p. 885. 

Yellow "Pine Co. of Philadelphia vs. Director 
ee a 17092; p. 814. 

Zaring, C i & Co. vs. Clyde S. S. Co. et 
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Thom, A. P.; Address to Associated Traffic 
Clubs; p. 825. 


Thompson, Robert; A question of pronunci- 
ation; p. 148. 

Tomlinson, T. W.; Rate structure investiga- 
tion; BR 1416. 
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pp. 98, 204, 310, 414, 521, 654, 772, 899, 1042, 
1151, 1283, ‘141 1. 

Traffic statistics; pp. 146, 218, 424, 426, 624, 
702, 920, 996, 1170, 1228, 1229, 1281, 1448, 1503. 

Train control devices; pp. 548, 926, 1014, 1128, 
1287, 1328, 1404. 


’ Transcontinental rates; p. 309. 


Transit services and privileges; series by G. L. 
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Transportat: on Act; ‘series by G. L.- Wilson; 
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Warehousing; pp. 1184, 1279, 1311, 1400. Western rate increase application (see Rate| Wilson, G. L.; Co-ordinated transportation; p. 
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DO YOU KEEP A RECORD OF YOUR CARS? 


Do you know the convenience of being able to ascertain, at a moment’s notice 
all the pertinent facts about a car received by you a year ago? 


So eo Sees 
(Be ae io {| | | 10000801) ne ae =e 
‘ia ee Hs ||| | Rs 
enema 0 SAN ON OY A Hoo rH 

‘i SR en || ||| a 


Our new loose-leaf car record book will make this all possible for you without a lot of complicated 
bookkeeping. And the cost is very low—24 cars for one cent. May we send you’a sample sheet ? 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE CORPORATION, 3 se ee eee ie 


9 418 South Market Street, CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 


THE GIST OF TRAFFIC 
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one, here is a valuable addition. 














Three hundred pages, size 614 by 914 inches—over 
150,000 words; 16 plates and maps; numerous charts 
and tables. . 


Price: $3, postpaid (20% discount to subscribers 
for THE TRAFFIC WORLD). 


Only 1,000 copies made. Order at once. 


me 


Merchandise Department 


THE TRAFFIC SERVICE CORPORATION 


418 S. Market Street, Chicago, III. 








